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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

2. Claims 1,6,12 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Friedrich (1651804). 

Referring to claim 1, Friedrich teaches a timepiece comprising: a casing (Figures 5 and 
6); a display device (a) secured by the casing (See Column 1, page 1, lines 8-10); and an 
attachment section pivotally attached to the casing; (Figure 2, c); and wherein the attachment 
section is eonfigured-to be attachable to an object of interest (Page 1", Column 2, lines 63 -65) "and 
pivot in a position to maintain the display device in a substantially upright position when the 
attachment section is placed on a substantially horizontal surface (See Figure 2, Page 1, Column 
2, lines 65-72). 

Referring to claim 6, Friedrich teaches an attachable display apparatus comprising: a 
casing configured to hold an electronic device having a display (a), (See Figures 5 and 6); and an 
attachment section (b) coupled to the casing and configured to attach and detach with an object 
of interest (See Page 1, Column 2, lines 63-65); wherein the casing and the attachment section 
are coupled (b) such that they move with respect to each other and can be configured to lie 
essentially in the same plane to form a first configuration (when the watch is flat) and can be 
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configured to form an angle of ninety degrees or less between the attachment section and the 
casing section to form a second configuration (See Figure 2, Page 1, Column 2, lines 65-72). 

Referring to claim 12, Friedrich teaches the apparatus further comprising a hinge section 
(b) configured to connect the attachment section with the casing in a pivoting manner (Figure 2). 

Referring to claim 14, Friedrich teaches the apparatus wherein the second configuration 
maintains the display in an upright position while the attachment section is placed on a 
substantially horizontal surface (Figure 2). 

3. Claims 16 and 17 are rejected under 35 US.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Kauker et 
al(Des. 402104). 

Referring to claim 16, Kauker teaches an electronic device (Figure 1) having a display 
(See Figure 1, Examiner 1); a casing configured to hold the electronic device (See Examiner 2); 
and a clip (Examiner 3) pivotally attached to the casing, the clip configured to be attachable to an 
object of interest, the clip configured to be pivoted to form a stand for the apparatus. Examiner 
notes that the clip can bend at the fabric. 

Referring to claim 17, Kauker teaches the electronic device comprises a watch (See 
Figure 1). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



Application/Control Number: 10/719,537 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2854 

5. Claims 2,3,5,7,8,10 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Friedrich (1651804) in view of Kita (5481506). 

Referring to claims 2 and 7, Friedrich teaches all that is claimed as discussed above. 
Friedrich does not teach the display device comprises a watch module. Kita teaches a display 
device comprising a watch module (See Figure 3). It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Friedrich to include a watch 
module to display time in an accurate digital manner as taught by Kita. 

Referring to claims 3 and 8, Friedrich teaches all that is claimed as discussed above. 
Friedrich does not teach the watch module includes one or more modes selected from a group 
consisting of a time mode, an altimeter mode, a compass mode, a barometer mode, an alarm 
mode and a chronograph mode. Kita teaches a watch module that includes one or more modes 
selected from a time mode (4c) and a barometer mode (Figures 10 and 1 1). It would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
Friedrich to include a watch module that includes one or more modes such as a time mode and a 
barometer mode to provide a watch that can display data as sensed as taught by Kita. 

Referring to claims 5 and 10, Friedrich teaches all that is claimed as discussed above. 
Friedrich does not teach a temperature sensor coupled to the watch module and wherein the 
display device is operable to display a temperature. Kita teaches a temperature sensor (9a) 
coupled to the watch module and wherein the display device (4a) is operable to display a 
temperature. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Friedrich to include a temperature sensor coupled to the watch 
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module and wherein the display device is operable to display a temperature so that the user can 
sense the temperature and view it as taught by Kita. 

Referring to claim 1 1, Friedrich teaches all that is claimed as discussed above. Friedrich 
does not teach the apparatus wherein the electronic device comprises one selected from a group 
consisting of a MP3 player, a multi-function display device, a cell phone, a personal digital 
assistant, a calculator and a digital camera. Kita teaches the electronic device comprises a multi- 
function display (See Abstract). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify Friedrich such that it is a multi-function display 
device to provide a device which can display multi-functions to keep the user aware by sensors 
as taught by Kita. 

6. Claims 4 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Friedrich 
(1651804) in view of Cooper (6234668). 

Referring to claims 4 and 9, Friedrich teaches all that is claimed as discussed above. 
Friedrich does not teach that the attachment section comprises a carabiner clip. Cooper teaches 
an attachment section that comprises a carabiner clip (See Column 5, lines 58-63). It would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
Friedrich to include a carabiner clip in the attachment section to help connect the base of the 
watch with a desired object as taught by Cooper. 

7. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Friedrich 
(1651804) in view of Sekiguchi (6751 164). 

Referring to claim 13, Friedrich teaches all that is claimed as discussed above. Friedrich 
does not teach that the electronic device includes a multi-fimction module configured to identify 
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and display an altitude, a temperature, a time, a date, and a compass heading. Sekiguchi teaches 
an electronic device that includes a multi-function module configured to identify and display an 
altitude, a temperature, a time, a date, and a compass heading (See Figure 11). It would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
Friedrich such that the electronic device includes a multi-function module configured to identify 
and display an altitude, a temperature, a time, a date, and a compass heading so that a variety of 
information can be displayed under various assignments in a display mode as taught by 
Sekiguchi, 

8. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Friedrich 
(1651804) in view of Saitou et al (6765846). 

Referring to claim 15, Friedrich teaches all that is claimed as discussed above. Friedrich 
does not teach an electronic device is a radio communication device. Saitou teaches an 
electronic device is a radio communication device (See Abstract). It would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Friedrich such 
that the electronic device is a radio communication device to assure stable and reliable 
communications during conversation and waiting time as taught by Saitou. 

9. Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kauker in view 
ofKita (5481506). 

Referring to claim 18, Kauker teaches all that is claimed as discussed above. Kauker 
does not teach the electronic device comprises an altimeter. Kita teaches the electronic device 
comprises an altimeter (Figures 10 and 11). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
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skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Kauker to include an altimeter to 
measure and display pressure readings as taught by Kita. 

10. Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kauker in view 
of Kita (6619835). 

Referring to claim 19, Kauker teaches all that is claimed as discussed above. Kauker 
does not teach the electronic device comprises a personal audio device. Kita .teaches an 
electronic device comprising a personal audio device (25). It would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Kauker to include a 
personal audio device so that the user can play music as taught by Kita. 

1 1 . Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kauker in view 
ofSaitouet al (6765846). 

Referringto claim 20, Kauker teaches all that is claimed as discussed above. Kauker 
does not teach an electronic device is a radio communication device. Saitou teaches an 
electronic device is a radio communication device (See Abstract). It would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Kauker such 
that the electronic device is a radio communication device to assure stable and reliable 
communications during conversation and waiting time as taught by Saitou. 

12. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kauker in view 
ofTsukamoto (6359837). 

Referring to claim 21, Kauker teaches all that is claimed as discussed above. Kauker 
does not teach an electronic device comprises a digital camera. Tsukamoto teaches an electronic 
device comprising a digital camera (See Figure 1). It would have been obvious to one having 
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ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Kauker such that the 
electronic device comprises a digital camera to capture images viewable on a watch as taught by 
Tsukamoto. 

13. Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kauker in view 
ofHeinsen et al (4158285). 

Referring to claim 22, Kauker teaches all that is claimed as discussed above. Kauker 
does not teach an electronic device comprises a calculator. Heinsen teaches an electronic device 
that comprises a calculator (See Figure 1). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Kauker such that the electronic 
device comprises a calculator so that the user can perform arithmetic functions as taught by 
Heinsen. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Andrea H. Evans whose telephone number is (571) 272-2162. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday- Friday; 8:30a-5:30p. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Hirshfeld can be reached on (571) 272-2168. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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